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Fi 45, line 6. of the note, for tunica, read tunice, 


62, line 1 1th. for prevailed ever, fince ; read pre- 


© SIN 123, line 11. dele he. 
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HYDRO CE L E. 
AR. DovucLass's Treatiſe hav- 
ing been for ſo long a time 
unanſwered, thus ſtanding, as it 
were, univerſally approved; I ſhould 
hardly have been now induced- to 
offer my remarks, but that a ſort 
B of 


„ 
of juſtice to the public, and a par- 
KF | geular regard to thoſe gentlemen, 
| | who art occafionally mentioned in 
| PR, the performance, require that ſome 

notice ſhould be taken both of the 
author and the ſubject. Indeed, 
it has not been without a very care- 
ful peruſal of the book, and a di- 
| ligent ſearch into the original au- 

thors quoted in the treatiſe, that 

the following obſervations have 
+ | been collected: Nor will Mr. Doug 
Tofs tho? in many particulars we may 
diſagree, have the leaſt room, 1 
hope, to think himſelf treated but 
with gentility and reſpect; not- 
withſtanding the ſupport of truth 


and 


1" Þ -$-4 
and vindication of merit, muſt of 
neceſſity lead us to declare our opi- 
nion freely: (a). © Without which 
« anbiaſſed/pirit of dfquiftion, know- 
© ledge can never be attained.” 


In the proſecution of this work, 
I ſhall examine the author's re- 
marks, corollaries and quotations, 
in the order he has delivered tem 
and ſhall confine myſelf as much 


as poſſible, to his own words. 


Mx. Dowgla/s begins his treatiſe | 
with the following paſſage, © The 
© word Hydrocele literally implies 


© an aqueous ſwelling of any part, 
B 2 but 
(a) Vid. Pref. p. 10. 


88 


[ 4 ] 
t but has. been appropriated in all 
© ages, to ſignify a collection of 

Water in the Scrotum. In his 
notes upon this paſſage; we read 
the following: 1 find however, 
that Ambroſe Parey, (oper. lib. vi. 
4 cap. 18.) Mauriceau and Ar- 
* aud on ruptures (cap. 3 1.) give 


© the appellation of Hydrocele, to 

collections of water in the groin 

and labia pudendi in women; 

but I cannot ſee the reaſon of A. 

| © waud's extending the name to a 
© watery tumour in the navel.” 


Ix the word H ydrocele may be 
_  uſedin a lizeral ſenſe, I think, there 
he 


( 8 ] 
is as much reaſom to be given, why 
Arnaud extends the name to a2 
watery tumour in the navel; as 
why Mauriceau or, Ambroſe Pa- 
rey apply it to à collection of 
water in the groin and labia pu- 
dendi in women; but if it ſhould 


be uſed in a limited ſenſe, or 
to ſignify a collection of water in 


the Scrotum only, then Mauri- 
ceau's and Ambroſe Parey's ap- 
plication of the word, is equally 
faulty, with that of Arnaud 's. 
In the firſt chapter (page 3) Mr. 
Douglaſs treats of the Scrotal Ana- 
ſarca, wherein he deſcribes the ca- 
racteriſtic marks of this diſorder, 

among 


[6 ] 
among which I beg leave ta take 
notice of the following; When 
the Scrotum is very much diſ- 
* tended, it becomes more tranſ- 
© parent, feels a little tenſe and ri- 
„ gid, fo that if ſtruck gently with 
© the fin ger a ſound is produced, 
© like to that we perceive, on ſtrik- 
© ing a bladder blown up. Altho' 
I have had opportunities of ſeeing 
many caſes of this kind, in ſome 
of which the Scrotum was very 
much diſtended, yet I never could 


upon examination, obſerve this 
kind of ſound; but my moderate 
experience forbids me to decide 


this particular, tho' I am inclined 


to 


EF 2 
to think it contrary to reaſon,” to 
ſuppoſe that the Scrotum when 
filled with water, ſhould ever pro- 
duce the fame ſound as a bladder 
filled with air. Air will propa- 
gate and convey founds, but 1 
ſhould imagine, water being a den- 
ſer medium, would rather obſtruct 


Ix his notes upon the appear- 
ances of this diſeaſe, he imagines 
Surgeons, may have been led to miſ- 
tale the Scrotal Anaſarca for 4 
Pneumatocele, and fays ; as it is 
© not my intention at preſent to 
enter into a particular detail of 

© this 


x 
a © this diſeaſe, (a Pneumatocelę) it 
© will be ſufficient to remark here, 
that altho I readily concur in 
opinion with Mr. Hei/fter and 
Mr. Sharp with the Hydrocele's 
being moſt commonly, and the 
Hernia inteſtinalis ſometimes miſ- 


taken for a Pneumatocele ; yet it 


Ss NF 


A 


is certain, that in ſome caſes there 


may bea turgeſcency of air in the 


Scrotum. Thus in an Emphyſema, 
the cells of the Scrotum, like 
© the other ſubcutaneous cells, are 
c diſtended with air, in the ſame 
© manner, that they are filled with 


© water in an Anaſarca.“ 
Tris 


A of =. 


na more 
een to che Scrotal ke 
than an Emphyſema is to a general 
Anaſarca; For the Scrotal and. the 
general Anaſarca, are diſeaſes which 
exiſt by thewſelyesy and the im 
mediate cauſe of them i is ſeated ii in 
the nature of che parts; the firſt, 
being too great adiſcharge of Lymph, 
into the cellular ſubſtance of the 
Serotum, the other, into the cellular 
ſubſtance all over the body; and 
theſe plentiful diſcharges are deriv'd 
from the Veſſels which paſs thro* 


the cellular ſubſtance, But I believe: | 
2 9 Pneu- 


t ! 


a | Preurtactocele © or an Emphyſema | 


can be demonſtrated, never to ariſe | 
but from ſome extraneous caule, 
neither can the immediate ſource of 
| theſe diſeaſes, be found in the na- 
tutal ſtructure of the parts: for there 
are no Veſſels which carry air to any 
part of the body, except to the 
Jungs; air therefore can only be ad- 
mitted into the cellular membrane, 
three ways: Firſt by putrefaction: 
Putrefaction is univerſal] y acknow- 
led ged to generate air, hence the 
Emphyſema always accompanies a 
gangrened limb ; hence we may alſo 
account for what Mr. Douglaſs ſays 
be lirtle lower, that he had found the 
Scrotum 


L 5 
Scrotum quite Empbyſematous upon 
di Hecking bodies in hat weather : ſince 


it is common to find not only the 
ll of the Scrotum, but likewiſe 
all the cells in the body inflated from 
putrefaction. A ſecond way is from 
the lungs, which may be punctu- 
red by the extremity of a fractured 
rib, after it has pierced the Pleura: 
if in this caſe there is no external 
wound, to give a free paſſage to 
the air which is emitted from the 
r of the Aber it will in 


ſtance underneath the Pleura, and 


inſinuate itſelf gradually from cell 
to cell, till the whole body becomes 


C 2 _ Empby- 


| FT SY 
Emphyſematous. The third way by 
Wich air may be admitted into the 
cellular ſubſtance, is when blown | 
ints the cells by means of a pre- 
| vious putiture thro” the ſkin; This 
W 4 practice I have been informed, 
Bepgar's make ue of, to im- 
ſtate ſwelled limbs. Theke argu” 
ments * 1 hope, will be ſufficient to 
convince Mr. Douglaſs, that a Pneu- 
matocele or a Turgeſceney of air in 
the Scrotum, (as he terms it) cannot 
exiſt without ſome foreign cauſe, 
which is not to be explained from 
the ſtructure of the parts, and i 
leckere an inaginary diſeaſe. 
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11 the Rich page; we meet with 
the following paſfage; © All the 

* cavities of the TY which in a 
© healthful fate contain n {enſble 


L fluid, have 1 wot ' fubtle o one oc con 


45 #& 


« leſs exhalant wterics, which is 
* taken up as faſt by the correl- 
- ping abſorbent veins,” 


Ir we ſay the cavities of the body 
kn no ſenſible fluid, it amounts 
to as much as faying they contain 
no fluid at all; and yet Mr. Doug 
tak at the ſame time affirms that 
theſe cavities are furniſhed with 
numberleſs e ex chalant arteries which 

| 1 


* 

5 * 
EW 
1.0 * 


conſtantly ſupply them with a very 
ſubtle fluid. Beiides the apparent 
im propriety of expreſſion in this paſ- 
age, it certainly i is contradictory to 
Experience alſo: for all the cavities 
of the body, which he ſays contain 
no ſenſible fluid, do evidently con- 
tain a very ſenſible one; of which 
we may be convinced by opening 
theſe cavities, the internal ſurface 
.of which, in a healthy ſtate, always 


appears ſlippery and moiſt, and if 
touched wets the finger: a ſufficient 


7 proof that there muſt be. fluids 
within them. But 1 might aſk 
Mr, Douglaſs, what would be the 
uſe of a fluid, if it were to be 
taken 


131 
taken up, as faſt as emitted? It 
would then ſeem, that it is not eva-” 
cuated into, but only | circulates 
through the cavity, as through the 
arteries and veins in the reſt "of 
the body. * 0 L. 


3 


Ma. Douglaſs ſays, (pag: 11) 
© Authors in general aſcribe the 
© cauſeofhydrocelesand other drop- 
© ſies, to a rupture or dilatation of 
the Lymphatics &c. but we know 
© ſovery little about them, (i. e. 2he 
I,ymphatics their origin, courſe 


and many other particulars, re- 
main ſtill to be aſcertained before 
we can with any ſhew of reaſon 


f @® 


£ draw 


L * 
zwe from them, res 
(bag. 5) — aſſerted that 
be fluid which diſtmdi the cells in 4 
Serotal. Anaſarca is der iued from 
the lymph, now if it is derived from 
the lymph, it muſt certainly de diſj—- 
| charged by ſome means or other 
from the lymphatics; he ſeems there 
fore to contradi& his former Le 
tion in this paſſage, merely, 
might be imagined, for the ſake ng 
ecnſuring the opinions of others; for 
in the next page, he makes the fol- | 


lowing obſervation. ©] will not in- 
© deed deny that there are inſtances 


c of ruptdred lymphatics, producing 
| a dif- 


7 


£7 Rey 


Ss 


FF... 
< a/ diſcharge of Lymph. 1 muſt 
confeſs our author is very \cautious 
in what he denies; if a bladder Full 
of water ſhould. 80 ruptured; he 
will not deny that it will reble. 
4 epatye, of water. 


— 
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OY Doogleſe Sabah _ the 
Dit, (pag. 28), days, - © Celſus's 
< deſcription of this part is far from 
being explicit, .altho', on a ſtrict 
« peruſal, it is highly probable; that 
< he deſcribes the [tunica | vaginalis 
under the deſignation. of Darzos-” 
He then cenſures Mr. Sharp- for 
faying, that Celſus by the Elytroides 
0 * the tunica vaginalis, Who- 

D ever 


L v8 .] 


ever has read Ca//zer, will conclude 
with Mr. Douglas, that his deſ- 
ctiption of this part is ſomewhat 
confuſed and inaccurate: Celſur 
45 Indeed, as a phyſician, is acknow- 
ledged to have excelled his prede> 
; ceflors, but does not appear to have 
been ſo converſant in anatomy; we 
need not be furpriſed therefore, if 
we find him defective in his ac- 
vant of this particular, which 
cauſed fo many diſputes among the 
more celebrated anatomiſts, before 


and even aſter his time : But altho 
the deſcription is allowed to be 


ſomewhat confuſed, yet, I believe, 
. we may venture to affitm that 
alk CL Mr. Dou- 


Fa 


1 a9 } 

Mr, Douglaſs has miſtook Gel/ars 
meaning, and has, without ſyfh- 
cient foundation, contradicted Mr, 
Sharp, whole opinion will eaſily 
be proved true. It may not be i im⸗ 
Proper to obſerve that our author 
in his quotations only takes notice 
of thoſe parts in Calſus, which are 
oonfeſſedly obſcure, without trau- 
bling himſelf about thoſe paſſages 
which throw a light upon this 
place, and by which we may plainly 
diſcover „that by the Elytroides 
calſus meant the tunica va- 
ginalis: For Celſas, alter having 
abſerved, that the tefticles bave two 
fraper coats the Dartos and the 
Da E 


[ 20 ] 
E hiroides and one 'commonthe'Scro- 
* continues thus: (Sub hoc 


© igitur plura vitia eſſe conſueve- 
E AR que modo ruptis tunicis, 


c quas ab inguinibus inci pere pro- 


FN poſui, modo his integris Fant. 


2 Under this rſs — wit the 
Lug crotum) many di Hor dert occur, 
© which femeti imes happen when 
© theſe coats, which I before ſaid a- 
© roſe from the groin, are ruptured, 
© ſometimes ben they are entire. 
It is beyond doubt that Ce//us in 
ſtcis place, ſpeaks of all the coats 
which he had before deſcribed, I 
/ * thereſore beg leave to aſł 


a Mr. Dou- 
Wn 5 Lib, VII. cap. 18. 2 


* 1 
Mr. Douglaſs, it hie chinlks Celſur 
could advance ſo palpable an ab- 
g ſurdity , as to ſay, that the tunica 
albu ginea aroſe from the groin 5 1 
fancy he will readily anſwer in the 
negative: It is plain therefore, 
from this ſingle argument that 
Celſus does not {| peak of the albu- 


ginea. 


* 
4 


Bor our author further adde, 
that if we call Celſuss Elytroides 


the tunica vaginalis, we muſt ſup- 
poſe. him ignorant of both ſpecies of 
Hydroceles viz. the ſcrotal Anaſarca, 
and the Hydrocele of the tunica va- 
ginalis > But the contrary may be 


clear * 


„ 


cleatly proved for when Galla ab- 
ſerves, that the water is ſometimas 
cullectead between the external and 
muddle membrane, to wit, the ſtiu 
and Darts, he there deſcribes the 
true ſeat of the ſcrotal Anaſarca, 
accordin g tohis notions of the Dar- 
tos. It is plain therefore, altho' we 
maintain Cel/us's Elytroides, to be 
the tunica vaginalis, that he was not 
unacquainted with this firſt ſpecies 
of the diſorder, We ſhall alſo find, 
ſtill adhering to Mr. Sharp's ac- 
ceptation of the Elytroides, that 
Celfys was not ignorant of the Hy- 
drocele of the tunica vaginalis, if 


we examine the next chapter, 
wherein ſpeaking of the operation, 
55 he 


[ 23 1 "IN 
wo adviſes zo cut off the middle cont, 
if that be injured, and if the inner- 
moſt (which is the Eljtrdides) ib 
ſame practice muſt be followed. It 
is evident alfo from this, that by, 
the Elytroides he meant the tunica: 
vaginalis, and therefore, could not 
be unacquainted with the Hydeo- 
cele of that coat : For what ne- 
ceſſity could there 'be to cut off 
that coat, (which Cz/ 2 declates 
to be the intention) unleſs the dif- 
order was ſeated under it? And it 
can never be reaſonable to ſuppoſe 
that any man would adviſe — 


off the ti tunica rw ore 


„ 


Ir 


6 


= 
Ir this matter wants any further 
confirmation, it may be placed be- 


yond all doubt, from the remain- 


der, of the preceeding paſſage * 
which for the ſake of 'the ſenſe; I 


ſham en dogethe 1. © 3D * Y1 4:97) 
1 Lid. 


% * 
— 8 »} 197* 13 1 D ef ih 5 


0 sin ima quoquet tunica 6 
læſa eſt faciendum, ſed non a 


© ſumma joguinis plaga, verum in- 
< fra- paululum ea abſcidenda eſt, 


2 


ne læſa abdominis membrana, in 
een ane moveat,” cc The 
ſame muſt be done to the lower- 


«,, moſt coat, if that be, injured, 
0 but this muſt not be cut off 


e from the top of the wound in 


«7 « the 
(a) Lib, VII. cap. 19. ; 


„ 
te, the groin, but a littie lower, 
cc leaſt an inflammation ſhould be 
brought on, by wounding the | 
« membrane” of the abdemen, “ 
web the peritoneum. Now: it is 
univerſally Known that the tuniea 
vaginalis, was thought, by the an- 
tients, and has been proved by a late 
ingenious Author, to be a prgeeſs of 
che Peritonæum, therefore Celſus, 
in the above caution, could not cer- 
5 
ginalis, in view; conſequently Mr. 
Sharp is very right in aſſerting that 
by the Elytroides, Ce/ſuedefignedthe 


tunica vaginalis. But we ſhall find 
chis is not the only place, where our 
E 


Author 


2 
(on 


( 26 J 
Author has ne e 15 
nioas of others. Weit an Beall 


% = 
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2 quotes, is Ruffus the Ri 


ſian. He tells us, that Ruffus (in 
his. iſt. Book cap. '32) © mentions 
only two coats, zozhe tefticles, the 
1 Eruthroeides, which 1s the tunica 
© vaginalis, and the Dartos, by which 
. he underſtands the ſxin and cellular 

membrane. Iwill not pretend 
to determine,” what Mr. Douglaſs 
means by the Dartos, but I believe, 
no one beſides himſelf ever called the 
ſkin by that name; the truth indeed 
Sowa or ln ſeems 


We 


CW] 
ſeems to be that Ruffus, who, (a) 
in this place, is not very explicit, 
omits i of the Scrotum itſelf. 


| Wann we art e deſirous of know- 
ing the opinion of an Author upon 
any ſubje&, we ſhould not take our 
quotations, from thoſe parts of his 
writings, where the point in queſ- | 
tion is but juſt touched upon; This, 
Mr.  Dowglaſi has been here guilty 
of, for he makes Ruffus ſay, there 
are only two coats to the teſticles: 
this indeed he does ſay, but then it 
is in a place, where (as was before 
obſerved) he is not ex plicit ; for I 

E 2 am- 


| 0 nag N vnd alias, Ak hs borpubak, & dfb 
(Pop: Ee: eg: bree Tas vd df: pag: Praef.)] 


12 ů **. 


Tunica a 


- Aa 


| In the bilgieal, makes in the tran- 


ſlation a portion of Ruffus' « firſt 


book, upon the names of the e parts; 9 


as Mr. Douglaſe has quored It. | p f 
17 we look into another part of 
his writings, in which this particular 


is more fully treated of; we ſhall 
find that he there deſeribes four coats 


of the teſticles, viz. the Scrotum, 
the Dartos, , the Elytroides, and the 
buginea. Mr. Dougiaſ 
indeed was not unacquainted with 
this paſſage, for he quotes it him- 


| Ralf: but to what intent? Not as a 


. 4 A * 
0 1 4 — - 4 , * "I | = P Fa — 5 8 
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( 9 J 
flandart for the Author's opinion, 
which it certainly ſhould be; but 
with a'deſign- to confirm his own; 
that by the Dartos, Ruffus meant 
the-ſkin, which aſſertion we before 
hinted at the impropriety of. But 
nevertheleſs he is reſolved to ſupport 
it, in the following terms: © Indeed, 
© in another place, Ruffus ſeems 
to ſubdivide the Dartos into two 
© coats, making t the Scrotum (Kin) 


© one.” 


; Now we ſhall prove from a tran- 

ſlation of this paſſage, that Ruffus 
does not mention any ſubdiviſion of 
the Dartos, into two _coats, | but 
evidently 


t 
| 
1 
5 
„ 
| 


| « hopes, ws N v3 k. Or, capie: obpailer d is xls, 


L 30 J 
evidently ſpeaks of the Scrotum or 
ſkin as a diſtin& and ſeparate coat 


from the Dartos, and that he alſo 


mentions, (as was before obſerved) 
two coats beſides the ſkin and Dar- 
tos; viz.” the Elytroides or vagi- 
nalis, , and the albuginca. In order 


that my readers may be competent 
judges of the exactneſs of the tranſ- 
lation, I beg leave to ſubjoin the 
paſſage from the original. 


(a) AM has it l ſpace 1 
in which the tefticles are placed, is 
S called 

© „e- M Se, 9 nd Koen bf 


Ane 
. e 


Ke) 
( 3x ] 
called the Scrotum, and is properly 
the external fleſhy part; It confits of 
coats, one external, called the Dartos, 
which is rugous, one within the Dar- 
tos, which is the Elytroides: the 
Serotum and the Dartas indeed being 
both of them common envelopes to the 
reflicles, connect them with the parts 
which are placed above; but the Ely- 
troidas connecis it to itſelf; and com- 
prebends the teſticles in a circle, ſe- 
parately involving each of them: but 
tbe teſticles themſelves are. compoſed 
« . 'O A dd, zee x5 Injids ande inaligns ovpriguc- 
&« >gdh; ourdnlons epd rd mepuiune, 3 & buhudl; lacks 
% lla x} apaipixag br xuxAw D Toig RX ues, dig 
« oY e ourixar. Avro? 0 of Jidoyer, & apc uy 


© rh obyupou , & Nuys wood; Yun eee geg. 
eren (Pu: ge: wg e B.) 


T3 - 
an ineigſed in a well connefted me- 
brane, of ' the, nervuus Kind. I ſuh- 
mit to the judgment of any impar- 
tial man, if he can find any ſubdi- 
viſion of the Datos in this paſlagez 
there ſhould rather ſcem to be a ſub- | 
diviſion of. the Scrotam, -1 In the be · 
giuniag of it; tho we find a little 
lower, that he ſpeaks of them very 
diſtinctiy, when he ſays. that . zbe 
Jn * are borb of them 
Commun bes to the tefficles; Ruf- 
fus obſerves in one part of the paſ- | 
age that the Dartos is tugous or 
wrinkled, his expreſſion may per- 
haps have. led Mr. Burlo to think 
ba that 
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that hy the Dartos, he meant the 
kia. of, this part; but cannot the 
ſame be ſaid, with equal Propriety 
of the Dartos, when conſidered ASA” 
muſcle? Why then make the au- 
thor ay, what he certainly did not 
intend ? Why repreſent him as in- 
accurate, in deſcribing only two 
coats. to the teſticles, when it 
plainly appears that he deſcribes 
four, to three of which he gives 
names; calling the firſt, Scrotum, 
the ſecond, Dur tos, and the third, 
Elytroides? Whatthen muſt be un- 
derſtood by his fourth coat, which 
he ee is nervous, and immediately 

"BF.  . "covers 


(+41 
erden the teſliclu, unleſs itisthe Al- 
duginra? Beſides, does not the word 
ger cord convey an idea, of fortething 
doſcly itprefied,” and giving the 
s < form to the teſticle? It is evident 
| therefore, that Ruffus, whom Mr. 
| Dougleſe makes 0 tonfuſed| and 


cy 4 4 


deſcribed the coats of the rfl 5 
= clearly, and intelligibly. | 


"In the next page, our author 
obſerves, that 4 Galen i Is very in- 


[| 2 conſiſtent; for in one place he fo 
4 | © Jows Ruffus's deſcription; in an+ 


1 Vother, he ſays, that the teſtes in 
* females 


« 'females are covered with a pros 
per membrane, as the teſtes in 
© males, which is called -Dartos, 
© hence Veſalius and Carolus Ste- 
« phanus underſtood him, as ſpeak- 
_ © ing of the Albuginea; whilſt Fal- 
© lopius criticizes Veſalins, deriv- 
c: ing the Dartos, which he makes 
the ſecond: integument of the 
© Scrotum, from the panniculus 
© carnofus, and cites Ruffus Ephe- 
ſius and Paulus Ægineta, but 

very unjuſtly ; : for Ruffus's deſ- 
6 cription has been already con- 
© fidered ; and Paulus Egineta, as 
" Etius did before him, plainly un- 


1-2 1 . 3 a. 
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\ . 


c-Aerftands by this term, the cel- 


Adler ſabſtance of the Scrotum. 
ir! ** ll. 2 21 — aid a IL $4 


; jr paſſage is ſo very — 
chat it will be no eaſy matter to 
car ĩt up, and underſtand the true 
ſenſe; of it; for here are a, great 
many authors quoted, and moſt of 
them, miſrepreſented, inſomuch, 
that Mr, Douglaſs ſeems to have 
made them ſay what he pleaſed. 


4 SHALL firſt prove * Galen! not 
1 | to baye been inconſiſtent, nor to 
[| 6 have followed Ruffus's deſcription 4 
| In the (a) place firſt quoted, Galen | 
[2 ſays, * be Hen, are — with tuo 
Coats 

G x tons "oor wb . 


G 
. „ 4 — — . 
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* * * _ — — "—_ 6 


t 1 
«, Dartit above above theſe, the Serotum i 
1 placed. By the Elytroides he muſt 


certainly mean the tunica vaginalis; 
and „ eee the e 


1. ** 99 


* Tas, firſt proof 1 0 may hs 
alledged i in vindication of this me- 
thod of explaining Galen, is, that I 
am not the only one who has iden 
ſtood him in this ſenſe, the opinion. 
being ſupported by (a) Veſalius, 
for ſpeaking of the Albuginea, he 
has the following remark, & 
. gayre- etiam a veteribus Græcis ap- 
9 8 ſeito, which intimates; 


() Da Cop. hm, Lib. v. cap . 


& 


_ of the Albuginea, * Nam verum 
i iſtius tunica nomen eſt gad ex 


muſt have deſcribed one for the 


| original of this Book is wanting. 


8 J 
chat it had lixewiſe been called fo 
by others. (a) Fallopius alſo fays 


Galeno. Galen indeed does not 
appear to have been unacquainted 
with the Dartos of the moderne; 3 
but ſeems to have thou ght pro- 
per, as as it was a muſcular coat, to 


take notice of it, in C5) conſidering 
the muſcles of the teſticles: For he 
tells us, that here are two muſcles 
10 each teflicle; and tho he gives na 
name to either, yet certainly he 


Dartos, the other for the Cremaſter- 


May 
x Obſervat. Anat. | ; 
De muſculorum diſſoctione Lib: Cap: 27. The 


LY} | 
May not this beadmittedas a ſecond 
proof that Galen's Dartos, was the 
Albuginea?- For if we allow it to 
have been the Dartos of the mo- 
derns, what can we make of the 
two muſcles to each tefticle Þ 
Whereas inthe other acceptation all 
- iy, intelligible, and the only dif- | 
ference, is, that he deſcribes the 
Dartosof the moderns, not a32coat, | 
but as a muſcle, of the teſticle. It 
is therefore beyond doubt, that Ga- 
len, in his deſcription of the coats of 
the teſticles, has not followed Ruf- 
fus, fince he differs from him i in 
two eſſential points; firſt, in men- 
N but three coats to the 
| teſticles, 


L. 40 J 
teſticles, the Setotum, the the , Ely- 
troides, and the Dartos; Wee 
we have ſeen that Ruffus deſcribes 
four; Secondly, In giving the name 


of Dartos, to the tunica Albu * 
vid: Ruffus does not name. 


" Atzownne ws to "ao Galen 
meanin g. we ſhall alſo be Wis to 
clear him fom the charge 91 incon- 
| fiſtency, with which Mr. Douglas 
has taxed him ; and this is at the 
ſame time a third circumſtance in 
favour of the above explanation: 
For if an author may be underſtood 
in two ſenſes, it certainly is more 
candid and fair, to follow that ſenſe 

29707 2 wie 


— 


betwixt t the membrane which covers 


unicg, Albuginea. which 1, Covers 
toftes.in men; An analogy, Which 


n 
which makes him conſiſſent with 
danket BREE in which 
Galen ſay 8, * ther tastes in fomaler, 
are covered with a proper membrane, as 
* the alel in mole; which is called, Daytos,” 
is no longer a phænomenon, ſince 
he there only draws an, analogy 


$3 4s # JO 


the ovarium in women, and the 
the 


is not, taken fror i; their ſtrugture, 
but from their tation; both ber 


ing proper coats, and in im mediately 
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inveſting thoſe. organs in each ſex; ; 
Galen alſo adds that the teſtes in 
I * have noElytroides, nor Scro- 

G © tum, 


( #2 3 
0. rt? Wbictr i is à further proof (i 
there needs any mbre) of theJuſtneſs 4. 
80 e ttt W Bol 
"Our er Farr adds inthe 


pale before quoted, that Vahr 
and Carolus Stephanus under flood Galen gs 
ſpeaking of the Albuginea under the name of 


Dartos; and continues thus; © whilſt 
Fallopius criticizes Velatius; de- 
© riving the Dartos which he makes 
the ſecond jategument of the 
4 Scrotum from the panniculus car- 
noſus; and cites Ruffus Ephe- 


ſius Paulus Egineta but "ny 
unjuſtly ad E * 


AQ 


K 


3 


K : 


> 
* 
* 
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As che right underſtanding of 
this paſſage is rather difficult, let 
me be permitted to obſerve, that 
Mr. Douglaſs ſeems here to ſay, that 
Ebner us b due . Dose, neh 
be males the ſecond intrgument of the Scro- 
tum, from the panni culus carnoſus y therefore 
eriticizes. Veſalius for underſtanding Galen 
at ſpeaking of the Albuginea under the 
name of Dartos. | 


* 


, This is far from being a true re- 
preſentation of the caſe; : for Fal- 
lopius himſelf (as was remarked 
above) * obſerves that Galen calls 
the Albuginea by that name, it is 
62 
Vid. pag. 38. 


there 


1 
therefore 1 rather inconſiſtent to ſup- 
peſe, that he criticizes Veſalius for 
underſtanding Galen-in the fame 
manner, in which he himſelf under- 
ſtood him; Beſides; they not only 
agree as to the ſenſe in which Galen 
is to be underſtood, but alſo in de- 
the panniculus carnoſus; their only 
difference is, in naming this ſecond 
integument, which F allopius ſays, 
Velalius has omitted : I beg leave 
to cite this (9) paſſage, that every 


un 

te a aches Gee de Mee NS 
liquit, cum tamen a Ruſto Epheſio e ee 
plurium voce appellatur ; atque etiam a Paulo Egi- 


netz (Lib: VI. Cap. . 
ortum ducit, & derb vocatur, —_— 
-/ . Gab: F _ Obſery : Anat. 


i * 
enbiafſed- reader may judge whe-. 
ther Fallopius criticiſes |Veſalies 
for underſtanding Galen as ſpealt< 
ing of che Albuginea under 
rather be inclined co think that Fal - 
lopius only takes notice of Veſa- 
lius s having neglected to name the 
ſecond coat? It is plain at leaſt that 
Veſalius - underſtood him in this 
W Jos in his (/ Examen of 


Fal- 


"Joan Del fpoke of the Scrotum, Veſalius 
continues thus; Involucrum vero huic ſubtenſum, 
ac veluti a carnea univerſi corporis membrana, cuĩ 
nullus adeps his privatim infternitur, productum; & 
tegentium tunica adnatum, nomine a ma deſfitui oon 
quereris, quum tamen a. Ruffo & Paulo Z@gineta 
dri, aut Jupre) illud appellatum fuiſſe inſinues; Pro- 
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Follopius's. obſervations, he takes no 
entice of Rallapius having ; cont: 
plained, of his miſunderſtanding 
Galen, or of his method ol. deſcri- 
bing the ſecond i integument of ah 


Scrotum, but only of his having 
left this integument nameleſs. This 
Veſalius - endeavours to vindicate, 
by alledging that be thought thoſe 
authers' Fallopius had quoted (vis: Ruffius 
and Paulus Æginera) bad not accurately 
deſcribed the coats, and had not a ſufficient 
* of the ene of theſe parts; for 

| that 


. hiſtoria ſunt mull, 
& nimium manifeſte oſtendunt, qui partium hoc i : 
ignorent fabricam : Non videbatur ſane ill | 
. 
proxime obductam, du colligitur nuncypaſſe, _ 
And: Veſal : Obſery: Gab: Fallop: E 


Kerr 


„ _ 
that Calm bad given the: name of _Dartos 

ro-that coat : which immediately covers the 
#effictire.. + D 2 ue 1735 | 


++ of 
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Ir is manifeſt therefore Vp Ve. 
bie, did not chuſe to call the ſe 
cond integument of the Scrotum, 
Dartos,. becauſe Galen had applied 
that name to the tunica Albuginea; 
but that Fallopius, willingto follow 
both Ruffus and Galen, called both 
che ſecond integument, and the Al- 
buginea alſo, by the common name 
of Dartos: We may alſo further 
perceive, that F allopius does not 
eite Ruffus' and Paulus Ægineta 
unjuſtly, for be does not cite them 


20 * | (as 


T8 7 
(as our author ſeems to think) as 
proofs; that the ſecond integument 
of the Scrotum, was derived from 
the panniculus carnoſus ; but only 
to ſhew, that they "LF Wen the 
name of Dartos to * ntegument, 
which they certainly had'c done. Hb 


quotations therefore, appear much 
more pertinent and juſt, than that 
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denn ud 
ve ven ei this pa: 
Av that deb I have met with 
the word Rgregaad, in all. the edi- 
tions of the antient Greck authors 
I ever ſaw; \ (whether in the original, 


* 


e | 
or in the Latin tranſlations) yet I 
hae in all my quotations, ſubſti- 
tuted the word Exurgoridns inſtead. 
of it, upon a ſuppoſition, that the. 
former was a falſe reading, which 
may eaſily be proved: For can we 
imagine, that any man would ſo far 
contradict the teſtimony of his En- 
fes, as to give the name of Eοu 
or red coat to the tunica vaginalis, 
which is perfectly white? And in- 
deed, if weadmit the word BRD 
to be the original reading, we ſhall 
find, that many authors plainly con- 
tradict themſelves: A paſſage from 
Paulus Zgineta, may be brought as a 
confirmation of this opinion; for 
ſpeaking of the cure of the Hydrocele 
7” 1 by 


LPT 
| by cautery, he has the follow- 
0g obſervation. © Tuurwdita I v 
© Hurpodioarra n yT@Va Aeuxcs Is & Dera 
& g oy page Y bc. But has 
&« oving laid the Eruthroeides (or red 
0 coat) bare, which being white and 
* hin, will be ea ſily diſtinguiſhed,” 
according to thisreading, the paſſage 
is palpably falſe and contradictory, 
fince he calls that the Eruthrocides 
or red coat, which he immediately 
after, ſays, may be eaſily diſtin- 
guiſhed by it's white appearance. 
It is ſomewhat ſurprizing, that 
tranſlators have taken no notice of 
the apparent contradiction in this 
place, after the manner they render 
wc 7 at 
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it, which is thus; Vudate vere 

e tunica Erytbroide, facile autem, 
cum alla & tenuis exiſtat, cognoſ- 

2 citur, &c. F rom this conſide- 
ration, we may fairly conclude the 

word (irrpxicarra). to be a falſe 
reading, and that it ſhould be 
(Haare ra) which makes it run 
thus But the vaginal coat being 
laid bare, &c. and entirely 6 
clears up the difficulty, by removing 

the contradiction: another reaſon, 
which may be urged as a ſtrong 
preſumption of it's being an error 
in the text is, that if it had been de- 
ſigned to mean the red coat it 


ſhould have been 22S oriravrh not 
"IOC 5 : 


H 2 ' epurpotirartay 


T wv 

frpeicarrs, | for the 'Greek word 
which Rimilics red is 2e not ly. 
whereas the word which ſignifies 
vagina or ſheath, is Hur not hu, 
conſequently the reading Huhetirnrre 
is very right: Gabriel Fallopius alſo 
obſerves, that the word nee is 
| a falſe reading, which (a) paſſage 1 

beg leave to quote as a further con- 
firmation of my opinion; Speaking 
of Veſalius's deſcription of the coats 
of the teſticles, he fays; © 'Tertiam 
t guoque bpti me deſeripfit, orta u Peritonæo, 
veluti etiam Pauk tonfirmatur, atgut 
* banc vere pominavit, nam iutpad ns vo- 
< catura Galeno, Ruffa, & Paulo; guan- 


60 guam e Palm iegatur ver core 
a rup ta; 


2 fo) "on Cut. 


T7 
* eben, gue in upd Vertenda: oft > 
« Nam cum definentia ifius weis igugpoeid is 


« fnilitudinem Ege fer, 9 que » fit i/ta Ii. 
a Frtuds cum rubore non video, a quo tunica 


6 ipſa rubro vel rubori ſimilit fit dicenda* 
<< patius spa dobuerat uocari guam 
2, * dpuSpord $5; Jed guoniam nulla adeſt in ipſa 
a * Tubego, nene etiam erythra dici fotuit, 
40 Ware optime argue e vocata ef Gre- 
& en, ob vagina & involutrd fimilicu- 


% dinem: Involucrum etiom e "HAY 
S 69 dieitur. 


En pag: 32 che — ah 
dance occurs; © As then Anato- 
&, miſts have been ſogreatly divided 
cin opinion about the Dartos, it is 
cc not ſurprizing that Parey, Lowe, 
& Fareliva, andothers, whomentian 
* 1 this 


EZ 


art d. x 


[4 1 
4 this ſuppoſed Hy drocele, ſhould 
& deſcribe i itinſuch very ſuperficial 
cc -terms, that they may be ſuppoſed, 
' * to mean, with as great propriety, 
« any of the other ſpecies of Hy- 
0  drocele, as the encyſted oneof the 
ic tunica vaginalis, to which Mr.- 
0 Sharp thinks their deſcription i is 
« only. applicable.” In his notes 
upon this paſſage (pag: 31 and 32) 
after Mr. Douglaſs has quoted the 
paſſage from Mr. Sharp, he adds; 
I wich that Mr. Sharp would 
« take the trouble to mention any 
« one writer, who aſcribes the ſame 
ce ſyrmptoms to an Hydrocele of 


te the Dartos, as we do now to that 
40% 2 1 
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t of the tunica vaginalis: for iy 
4 on part, I cannot find one.“ 
Beſore we can unravel this paſſage, 
it may be proper to produce Mr. 
Sharp's own words, which are as 
follows; (a) © All thoſe writers 
obo deſcribe this ſpecies of Hydrocele, 
conſtantly aſcribe the ſame ſymptoms 
1 it, as we do now to that of the 
zunica vaginalis.” Whether this can 
be proved of all the writers who 
only mention this ſpecies, I do not 
pretend to determine, but that ſome 


of them have committed this error; 
is undeniable, farſt, from ( The- 
* who ſpeaks only of this ſpe- 


cies 


(a) Crit: Enq: pag, 71. | 
(b) Traite bs Oper: Chap: 42. 


1 
cics in the following terms; 7hy 
waters are generally collated bermeen 
the Dartos and che Elperoides, and 
ut floating looſe in the Scrotum.” 
From this paſſage, joined with 
'Thevenin's whole deſcription of this 
| diſeaſeandir'scure, it is evident, that 
his Hydrocele of the Dartos, was 
the ſame as the Hydrocele of the tu 
nica vaginalis), of the moderna: 
But, beſides Thevenin, Mr Doug 
laſs himſelf, who in this place de- 
clares he cannot find one author 
whodoes the ſame, produces another 
. (inpage 59) viz (a) Saviard whogives 
as the caſc of an Hydrocele, which 
75 „ 
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e. Obſery: Chirurg: 24. 
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he deſeribes as an Hydrocele of the 
Dartos, whilſt. Mr. Douglaſs him- 
ſelf owns, it was one of the tunica 
vaginalis : It is evident therefore, 
that Saviard, wasnot acquainted with 
the true ſeat of the Hydrocele of the 
tunica vaginalis, but that he only 
admitted that of the Dartos, which 
he deſcribes, in lieu of the former: 
Ambroſe Parey, who is alſo one of 
the authors, whom Mr. Douglaſs 
has quoted, mentions but one ſpe- 
cies 3 viz... the Hydrocele of the 
Dartos, by which he certainly 
means that of the tunica vaginalis; 
I ſhall produce the paſſage, to prove 
che N this aſſertion. (a) * The 

I ; 1 Hy- 


(a) Hydrocele aquoſus tumor eſt in Scroto, qui 
ſenſim cogitur inter membranas teſtem obvolventes, 
Darton præſertim & Elytroidem. vr 

| Amb: Par: opera, De Hydr: Cap: 


L. 58 3 
« - Hydrocele is 4 watery tumpur, 
te which is gradually collected be- 


« tween the membranes, which ſur- 


« round the teſticle, chiefly between 
« the Dartos and the Elytroides. 


Ms. Sharp's fecond obſervation 
is > © (@) that thoſe writers who admit 
© of both ſpecies, ſcarcely attempt 
© to point out the caraBteriftics, de- 
© nating the difference.” Toilluſtrate 
this, we need only appeal to one of 
thoſe authors quoted alſo by Mr. 


Douglaſs himſelf : Ambroſe Parey 


and others, haye already furniſhed 
us, with proofs. of Mr. Sharp's firſt 
| obſer- 


| . Cit: 


obſervation; and we ſhall now find; 

that Foreſtus, affords us a'confirma- 

tion of the ſecond : For he certainly 
may more / juſtly be ſaid to con- 
found the Hydrocele of the Dar- 
tos, with that of the tunica vagi- 
nalis, than with any other ſpecies ; 
he tells us that, (a) the water is coi- 
* lectad either underneath the Dar- 
30, or the” Blytroides, or in the 
* whole Serotum. He then denotes 
proper caractetiſtice, to diſtinguiſh 
thoſe two. ſpecies, which are col- 
W the 3 from 
r 3 Un chat 


ws 800 cum wy es tunieis Were - 
involyatur Elytroide, quam ſequitur Dartos, fere 


ſemper, Hydrocele fit vel inter has duas, vel in 
toto ſeroto. 


Lib. XXVII. Ob: 15. Sebol : 


© ; 
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that; which is amaſſed in the whole 
| Scrotum; but gives no proper marks, 
to; diſtinguiſh | thoſe, collected be- 
tween. the coats, from each other: 
Hel tells us indeed, that, / ben 
$i the mater ir collefted:urderneath 
the Dartos, the teſticle may bs 
© felts;5 But this caracteriſtic cannot 
be depended upon, for it is com- 
mon to the Hydrocele of the tu- 
nica vaginalis alſo: From this, it 
is plain, he ſcarcely attempts to 
point out the diſtinguiſbing carac+ 
teriſlics between the Hydrocele of 
the; Dartos, and that of the tunica 
vaginalis. Some writers indeed, pre- 


N 19% aint 487 { 4 © ly 


- eo . * 
29 by 
I * ts = F af 
a * Cit * . Ss © - 3 
* 
* * - m _— - . 

* 14 * 
of . = = E 3 * 

_ 


- - 


7 
* « 


t 6r 1 
tend to diſtinguiſh thefe diſorders, 
but it appears to me, from what 
I have been able to collect, that 
moſt of thoſe, who-diſtinguiſh'the 
Hydrocele of the Dartos, from that 
of the tunica vaginalis, ſeem to 
confound it with the Scrotal Ana- 
farce; (a) Paulus Egineta is 4 re- 


markable inſtance of "this? : From 


this examination therefore, it may 
be co CO! ncluded, that authors in ge- 
neral, have either confounded. the 
Hydross ele of the Dartos, with chat 
of the bullen vaginalis, 0 or with the 


ſcrotal Anaſarca ;and conſequently, 
that their deſcriptions, are not with 
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Jute of Hr, as bd. 


in che following words: *Mr,Shatp 
© {by miſtaking as he thinks the 


ee en pe no OC . 
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34) paſſes cenſure upon Mr. Sharp 


ute of the ſcrotal Anaſarca,) 
* eftabl ihed.. the error, which has 
© prevailed ever, fe, in regard 
4 the daftrine en this fabia 


Nina! er 2 


Mr. Douglals then continues thus, 


q « Surely there is a great miſtake i in 
c. this paſſage, for not to mention 


J 


t Galen, and moſt of * antients, 
4 Guido de Cauliaco and Fallo- 
4b Pius are both ſilent on this head. 

* © Many 


121 
© Many writers in the laſt cetturyy 
9 as Hildanus, Severinus, Pigrzus, 
and to mention no more, Wiſe» 
man, omit it entirely; and in 
this preſent century, there is no 
© notice taken of the Hydrocele-oh 
the Dartos by the moſt eminent, 
© Surgeons, as Heiſter, Ledran, 
« Monro, As to Palfyn, Mangetus, 
© Garengeot, Col: de Villars, De 
La Faye, and Arnaud, who aſſert its 
exiſtence, if they mean any thing, 
© at all, they confound it with 
the Scrotal Anaſarca. 10 1 


| May we not we in the firſt 
place aſk Mr. Douglaſs, where 
4 & 3/2 Tp" 2 


„ 
would be the propriety of quoting 
Galen and the antients, ' concern-' 


ing an error, which Mr. Shatp, ſays 
ee mental Hiace ch time 
olf Celſus, who lived a conſiderable 
time after Galen? As to (a) Hil- 
danus and (3) Pigræus, we need not 
be ſurprized, if they do not ſpeak 
af the Hydrocele of the Dartos, for 
they only mention one particular 
ſpecies, viz.” that of the tunica va- 
ginalis; theſe authors therefore, can- 

not be admittedas evidences apainſt 
Mr. Sharp's opinion, becauſe, they 
have not declared their ſentiments 
fully Beſides, Mr. Douglaſs fur- 
niſhes us with as many, or even 

Fino | more 


(4) Oper: omn : Obſ, Chir: 338, &c. 
(% Lib. ſecundus, cap. 26-- & 38. 


TI] 
more authors, (eſpecially if we 
take in two or three, quoted 
above in page 31) who ſpeak, of 
this ſpecies of Hydrocele, as thert 
are who omit it: It is evident there- 
fore, that the notion has prevailed 
with many, ſince the time of Cel- 
ſus, which is a ſufficient vindica- 
tion of, Mr. Sharp's aſſertion, for 
he can not be ſuppoſed to mean 
that) i it bad prevailed among thoſe, | 
who had either diſputedi it sexiſtence, 


or ſaid nothing i,; roam on 


145 the 3 oth; . we d | the 
5 lines; But to return to 
* the Dartos, which ſince Fallo- 
ol | K - 28 | 


[ 66 ] 


</'pius," was ſuppoſed to be a muſ- 


0 gular coat placed below the ſkin 
« of the Scrotum, and is more 
EC particularly deſcribed by Mr. 
« Winſlow, it has been lately de- 
a monſttated, that no ſuch muſcle 
* is to be found.” Mr. Douglaſs 
ſeems here to intimate, that before, 
Fallopius's time, the Dartos was 
not reckoned a muſcular coat; 
but I have before obſerved (in page 
38) that (a) Galen altho* he does 
not mention the Dartos of the mo- 
derns as a coat to the teſticles, yet 
certainly deſcribes it as one of the 
muſcles of this pars: tho' he gives 


it no name. EY 


IN 


(a) . Cit: 


* 1 
246 — Mr. Douglaſss note upon the 
ve paſſage, the followi ing ſen- 
tence occurs; 1 muſt in juſtice 
«© to Mr. Winſlow.obſerve; ; that be 
« was the firſt who particularly 


te deſcribed the Dartos”; I muſt 
alſo in 1e 70 A. Douglaſs of 


+ S 434 


Windlowa great deal of 1 in 
allowing him to have accurately 
deſcribed. a part, which he him- 
ſelf tells us, has been wa de- 
eee not eyen to exiſt, 


> 


d Page. ah 37 and 38) Mr 
Douglas tells us, c Mr. Sharp 


W 


* 6 raiſes; another objection to this 
K 2 * ſup- 


6 J 
4 fuppoled Hydrocele of the Dar- 


6 "tos; © which on account f it's 


8 
2 


ce connexion with what = been 
« already faid, T' hall give in his 


2 uur * 
12 Tritt 28) V7; 


71 own words. 
9 AT axis | act; Al 
al LRN . by "- bY 14 i o | * * 7 a7 « - 


Tits Quotation from Mr. Sharp 


is 15 long, that 1 muft beg leave to 
refer to the author. The firſt thing 
| that e cannot fail of. ſirprizing the 
reader, i. is, that aſter Mr. Douglaſs 
© Had fal rly quoted Mr. Sharp's ob- 
jection, he has turned back to the 
| preceding page, and meeting with 
a paſſage, which gave him occa- 
fon to difplay his criticiſms againft 


Mer * be has miſplaced it, 
1 and 


3 


1921 
and joined it to the end of the 
paſſage afore quoted, making it an 
inference: drawn from that ob- 
jection. 80 chat our author has 
very unfairly made Mir. Sharp draw 
Bis inference from an objection be- 
fore the objection itſelf is ſtarted: 
This indeed would have been a 
new method of reaſoning, had Mr. 
Sharp made uſe of it: But thoſe who 
will take the trouble, to examine this 


paſſage impartially, will find Mr. 
Sharp has made uſe of it very pro- 


perly, and that there was no ooca- 
ſion to diſplace i be: 0 ; 


- = — 
— —— — — — — — 
* 


2 — of ſuch a Fas Mr. 
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Bor I ſhall now proceed to clear 


up thoſe' parts of Mr. Sharp's ob- 
jection, which, we ſhall 1 nd, Mr. 
Douglaſs has endeavoured to ex- 
poſe; Mr. (e) Sharp obſerves, that 
in the Hydrocele of the tunica va- 
ginalie, if the water is derived from 


Wade cavity, it folluus; „ that, 
« ſuch collections of water muſt 
« always be on the inde where the 
68. uber is to be found, and not 
on the external part, where na- 


ce ture has not aſſigned a proper 
« compages of Veſſels, for the ſes 


Douglaſs 


\ fs) Loc: City 


 *. which' is' taken up by the veins; 


im} 
DouglaG (in page 38) comment- 
ing upon this part of Mr. Shary's 
objection, tells us; * There is no 
«. Apparatus or compages of Veſt 
<« ſels peculiar to the tunica vagis 


cc nalis: The arteries only perſpire 
© a thin moiſture into it's cavity, 


„and refunded into the maſs of 
blood: This is common to the 
A tunica vaginalis, with the vther 


* membranes &c.“ 


M. Douglaſs poſitively afſerts = 
there is b apparatus or compages of 
Veſſels peculiar to the tunica va- 
ginalis, and immediately adds; tba? 


the 


f 2x2 5 
tbe. arteries per ſpire . a. thin moiſture 


into ifs cavity; here 1 mult beg 
leave to aſk. if the arteries, them- 
felvesare not Veſſels? This I believe 
univerſally acknowledged, that there 
is, and muſt neceſſarily be, a proper 
| compages of arteries to emit this 

moiſture, conſequently. there is a 


proper compages or en of 
Veſſels. n 


1 


een 2% 18545 n 7. , 
Bur our author further obſerves, 


this: compages of Veſſels is not pecu- 
liar to the tunica, vaginalis, but is 
common 10 it with the other -mem- 


brones; 5 he furely does not mean 
that 


”. : 
*. 4 


. 
that the Arteries which immediately 
enter into the ſtructure of the tu- 


nica vaginalis, are not peculiar to 
itſelf, but common to all the other 
membranes in the body; this can 
ſcarcely be ſuppoſed : Hemuſt then 
mean, that this kind of compages 
or aſſemblage of Arteries, for the 
emiſſion of a lubricating fluid, is 
not a peculiar ſtructure of this ca- 
vity, but to be met with in al ca- 
vities: He might have ſpared him- 
ſelf this trouble, fince Mr. Sharp 
himſelf does not affirm this kind of 
ſtructure to 7 to the tu- 


nica vaginalis 


5 


500 alle 
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Ix the 39th page Mr. Douglaſs 
tells us; © that the $ynovia of the 
« joints, which Mr. Sharp intro- 
© duces to illuſtrate the above ar- 


© gument, is by no means a pa- 
t rallel caſe, this liniment being 
ce compounded of the lymph, ooz- 
c ing from the internal ſurface of 
the ligaments, the mucilaginous 

e glands, medulla and fat.” This 
remark will ſoon fall to the ground: 
For it is evident, Mr. Sharp's pa- 
nalel is not drawn from the na- 
ew; of the contents in theſe tu- 
mours, ſince he diſtinguiſhes them, 
by calling one, the Synovia of rhe 


Joints, 


1 1 
joints, the other, the water of tb 
tumica vaginalis This will appear 
from his own words; after having 
obſerved, that fince the compages 
of Veſſels for the ſeparation of a 
fluid, is placed within the cavity 
of the tunica vaginalis, it follows; 
that any collections, of water muſt 
. neceſſarily be contained within the 
cavity, where the fluid is firſt ſepa- 
rated; Mr. Sharp then adds; '* and 
indeed from con ſidering it in this 
« light, it appears to me almoſ} as 
« abſurd, to place theſe waters on 
the outfideof the tunica vaginalis, 
At in an Hydrops articuli (which 


is a preternatural accumulationof 


L 2 &« the 


n 
&# the Synovia of the joints) to ſup- 
4 pe, the Synovia it colloctad bo- 
& teen the ligaments and ſhin.” - 


In this caſe the. parallel is very 
appoſite ; and runs thus ; it is as ab- 
{urd to ſuppoſe, that the water 
which is emitted from veſſels, open- 
ing within the tunica vaginalis, 
| ſhould be collected on the outſide 
of that membrane, as it is to ſup- | 
_ Poſe, that an Hydrops articuli, 
which is an accumulation of Syno- 
via, furniſhed by the mucilaginous 
glands and other parts within the 
- Joint, ſhould be placed on the out- 

ide of the ligaments. 


In 


= 


1 1 
I page 44, our author ſpeak- 
— of the Anaſarca of the ſperma- 
tic cord, ſays, an Aſcites will 
4 give riſe to this diſeaſe.” How 
this aſſertion can be made out, is 
perhaps, not readily conceived, for 
is not the water of an Aſcites con- 
fined within the cavity of the Pe- 
fitonzum ? How then ſhould it in- 
finuate itſelf into the cellular ſab- 
ſtance of the ſpermatie cord? That 
it may be complicated with an Aſ- 
ſcites is doubtleſs, and it will alſo 
be granted Mr. Douglaſs, that if 
« water is lodged in the cellular 
«-.fubſtance on the outſide of the 
* Peritonzum, it will find a free 


accels, 


rs Re Ms — — 
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acceſs, and readily diffuſe itſelf 


e thro the cells of the cord.” 


Bur further, (in his firſt chapter, 15 
page 13) where he treats of the 
ſcrotal Anaſarca, he tells us; << from 
Aretæus we have a very exact ac- 
count of it, (the ſcrotal Ana- 
« ſarca tho (which is a little 
ſingular) he makes it the con- 
« ſequence of an Aſcites.” If Iam 
not miſtaken, we have as much 
reaſon to eſteem it ſingular in Mr. 
Douglaſs, for making he Ana- 


ſarca of the ſpermaticcord, a con- 


ſequence of an Aſcites ;. as he had 
toe. being furprized, that Are- | 


tæus 


1 


tæus makes the ſcrotal Anaſarca à 
6 conſequence of the ſame diſeaſe. 


In page 45 and 46. The follow- 
ing remark occurs; © It may at firſt 
appear a little ſtrange, . that the 
cells of the ſpermatic cord, can be 
filled with water without affecting 
the cellular ſubſtance of the Scro- ; 
tum. Butitmuſt be conſidered, that 
* altho' they have both the ſame 
texture, the cells of the cord 


86 


are in ſome meaſure ſeparated 
* from the ſcrotal cells, as is evi- 
dent from blowing air into them, 
* which is chiefly effected by the 
© preſſure of the fibres of the cre- 


* maſter 


| — = 
4 maſter muſcle.” It appears indeed 
ſomewhat ſtrange, that Mr. Douglaſs 
ſhould not be able to aſſign a proper 


reaſon, why an Anaſarca may be 
- confined to the cells of the cord; 
a ſymptom, which any one, con- 
verſant in the ſubject, might rea- 
dily have accounted for: But, as I 
ſhall have occaſion to take notice 
of a paſſage in the latter part of our 
authors treatiſe, which is ſomething 
ſimilar to this, I ſhall therefore beg 
leave, to paſs the ſolution of this 
phænomenon, till we come to that 
place: In the mean time, let us 
conſider his own ſolution of, the 
caſe ; a ſolution! which we muſt 


In 


| 8 1 
in juſtice on; redounds much 
to his honour, as being entirely 
new: he obſerves then, that zhe cells 
of the cord are in ; ſome meaſure 2 
parated from the Scrotal cells, "bis is 
evident from blowing air into tbem: I 
am ſorry. we are obliged to differ in 
a point which ſhould be a matter of 
fact; but indeed, wheneyer I have 
eden air either into the cells of the 


Scrotum, r the cord, it has plainly 


appeared they were not in the leaſt 
ſeparated from each other, but com- 


municated very freely; as was evi- 
dent from the quick and ready paſ- 
ſage of the air; it does not indeed 
ſo p24” 1 from one fide of the 


Scro- 
It may be 326 1 chat altho' in compliance 


with Mr. Douglaſs's terms, I have mentioned the 
call. of the cord, yet it would have been more proper, 
to have aid, the cells which hye over the cord, Tine 
they muſt certainly be the cells, which he means. 


CT 
serotum to the other, on account 
of the Septum Scroti, which is 2 
ſmall obſtruction to it at firſt, but 
eafily overcome by. perſeverance; 4 
fince all the cells in the body com- 
municate: But, the reaſon which 

Mr. Douglaſs gives for this ſepara- 
tion, will prove it to be only 
imaginaty ; 2 for, he ſay 85 it.is off Eh 
zed by the preſſure of the fibres of the 
Cremafter muſcle; butt is not the 
Cre maſter muſcle, as like] y to in- 
fluence the cellsof the cord, as thoſe 
of the Scrotum? For, it's fibres are 
produced from the internal oblique 
muſcle of the abdomen, and there- 
fore expanded over the cells of each 
N | x at: Þ part: 


L 3 J 


part: but, what further deſtroys 


this argument, is, that we may 
reaſonably ſuppoſe, Mr. Douglaſs 
has only blowed air into the gero · 
tum of dead ſubjects, in which, I 
think, the Cremaſter muſcle could 
have no great influence. Our 
author then proceeds thus, Ma- 
ny fimilar inſtances might be 
d, where the cellular. Gul 
#*: tance of one part, is very dif- 
& ferent from the adjacent cells of 
« the membrana cellularis. He 
ſeems here to give it as a new opt- 
nion, that the cellular ſubſtance is 
e bs different from the ce 


\. 
" # 


ä 
lular membrane; this, might lead us 
to ſuppoſe, he was unacquainted 
with the different manner; in which 
theſe parts are uſuãlly defined, the 
latter, or the cellular membrane, 
being a number of cells diſpoſed 
upon a plain; whereas the cellular 
ſubſtance, is a congeries of theſe 
cells placed upon one another: But, 
this difference? in the ſtructure and 
definition of theſe parts, does not 
imply that the cells of each do not 
a communicate. Oro offer „ 


* 


4 i Mu Douglaſ tells ** (in pag: 
6 1) that the ſtructure of the tu- 
* nica vaginalis has been fully pro- 


L 1 

ved, (by Winſlow, Haller and 
* others) to be a continuation of 
the cellular ſubſtance of the cord, 
and the Cremaſter muſcle, the 

„ ſeveral laminæ being ſo cloſely. 
7 preſſed together, as to exhibit 
* the appearance of a membrane. 


Ax one who will look into 
Winſlow and the other authors 
whom Mr. Douglaſs has here quo- 
ted, will find that ſome of them have 
indeed afferted this particular; but 
have brought no proofs to confirm 
their afſertions ; this cannot there- 
fore, be laid down as an inconteſ- 
table principle; ſince, it is no more 
than 


L. 8 7 

by ſufficient proof: "but, I fancy it 
may be proved even from one of 
theſe authors, vis, Haller, that 
the tunica vaginalis is not entirely 

compoſed of the cellular ſubſtance: 

| for, the tunica vaginalis docs not 
only exhibit the. appearance of a 
membrane, (as our author pleaſes 


to ſay) „ but is certainly a true 
membrane. Now, Ca- Haller fays, 
that lig amentous and zendinous  fbres, 
are firowed upon every true mem- 
brane: "The tunica vaginalis there- 
fore being a true membrane, "muſt 


B 


"(s) Prim :; Lin: Phys: n: 14. 


e 

neceſſarily poſſeſs all the properties 
granted to membranes in general; as. 
the Dura Mater, Peritonæum &c, 
and'is therefore not entirely cellular, 
but alſo of a ligamentous or ten- 
dinous nature : But, what further 
deſtroys this argument, is, that it is 
impoſlible the tunica vaginalis ſhould 
be formed by a continuation of the 
cord, and the Cremaſter muſcle : be- 
cauſe it is now eſtabliſhed beyond. 
1 doubt, chat in the infant ſtate it 


i originally a proceſs of the Perito- 


neum, and that the orifice in the 
Peritonæum is afterwards cloſed in 
the adult, by the tunica vaginalis 

oro :20U69:804. 311) welub- 


U 
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Ma Dougla Fo pag: x a 
logs for an. expreſſion of Le- 
drans which (be /ays). has af- 
et th Mr, Sharp a handle to af- 
firm, that Ledran was ignorant 
* of the true Seat of the Hydrocele 
of the tunica. vaginalis, altho on 
a ſtrict peruſal, it will be found he 
„ knew it well“ But Mr. Sharp 
does not poſitively affirm that Le- 
dran was ignorant of the true ſeat 
af this ſpecies, but produces Le- 
dran's words, and leaves others to 
draw the conſequence. Now, it is 


highly 


[89 J 

highly probable from theſe very 
words of (e) Ledran, as well as 
from his whole deſcription of this 
"diſeaſe, that he imagined this ſpe- 
cies to be generally collected in the 
cellular ſubſtance of 'the vaginalis, 
not in the cavity of that coat; at 
leaſt, it may be concluded from 
his (2) obſervations in ſurgery, that 
he admitted this diſtinction, where 
he gives the caſe of a perſon who 
had a complication of three ſpecies 
of Hydroceles; the firſt, (he ſays) 
war in the cyſlis hermalis : The 
ſecond," between the former and the 
N .. , anſ- 


(a) Cette veſſie aqueuſe eft placte ſur l'un des 
teſticules, auquel elle eft adherente, Trait: des Oper: 


XY (5) Obſery : 75, 
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muſculus Cremaſter in the cellala 
of the, tunica. vaginalis : The third, 
was upon the tunica Albuginea « We 
this frivolous diſtinction, fince we 
meet with it in (a) Garengeot alſo ; 
who, (as (5)Mr.Sharpjuſtly obſerves) 
ſpeaks of that ſpecies contained 
within the tunica vaginalis, as an 
extraordinary phanomenon,and which 
he ſhould have eſteemed a fable, 
F be bad not once met with an in- 
fance, when upon opening an Hy- 
dracels thro the whole extent- of tbe 
Serotum, he found the teſticle in the 
fame cavity with the water. 


my 


(e) Traitedes Operat : Tom. I. page 450 & 453. 
(5) Crit: Enq : (page 88.) | 


) 


1 

IN page 7 t and 72. Our author 
in one of the notes, quotes that paf- 
ſage from Garengeot, which we juſt 
now conſidered, and in which, we 
have already ſeen, that heacknow- 
ledges he was greatly ſurpriſed, to 
find the teſticle in the ſame cavity 
with the water. This cireum- 
«ſtance (/ays Mr. Douglaſs) is 
« urged by Mr. Sharp as an argu- 


«ment for his not knowing the 
« ſeat of this diſeaſe; but may we 
« not account for this aſtoniſhment, 
«by ſuppoſing that this was the 
<« firſt caſe of the kind, that hadoc- 
« cured in his practice; Nor is this 
4 wy as Pigræus, Lib. II. 
| N 2 © cap: 


9 


92 J. 
cc cap: 38, one of the moſt emi- 


nent Surgeons of his time, is 
cc quite ſilent about this ſpecies, 


e tho he accurately deſeribes the 
« encyſted Hydrocele of the cord: 
« beſides, what connexion has this 
« circumſtance with the ſeatof the 
e diſeaſe, which Garengeot juſtly 
60 aſſerts to be the 6 — 


Tuis e is 8 mY 


ſcure; for in the firſt place, it is 
highly improbable that zhis was the 
firſt caſe of the kind, which Garen- 
geat had met with; ſince this ſpecies, 
* certainly .much more common- 
than any other, except the ſcrotal 

| Ana- 


1 
16 


Anaſarca; it may therefore with 
greater propriety be ĩmagined, that 


he had met with this ſpecies before, 


but had miſtaken it's ſeat: Mr. Sharp 
only obſeryes, that Garengeot is not 
thoroughly acquainted with the ſeat 
of this diſeaſe, but that he de- 
ſcribes it as an extraordinary caſe; 
this is certainly juſt, for (a) Garen- 
geot ſays, he could never have: be- 
lieved it, if he bad not ſeen it, but 
| ſhould have eſteemed it as a fable. 


Mr. Douglaſs then aſks, whar con- 


nexion this circumſlance bas with the 
ſeat of the diſeaſe? This is quite in- 


fame 


— indeed, God it is ou the 


(a) Loc: cit: 
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Game as aſking; what connexion/a 
circumſtance which points out the 
ſeat of the diſeaſe, has with the ſeat 


of che diſeaſe? Garengeot certainly 
deſcribes the caſe aforementioned, to 


be an Hydrocele within the cavity 


of the tunica yaginalis; but the 


© aftoniſhment which he expreſſes at 


this circumſtance, is ſufficient to 
oonvince us, that he did not ima- 
Line this to be often the — 5 


1 anti * * 

« Pigraus is gui filent about the( 
* Hyarecele of the tunica vaginalis, 
* tho) be accurately deſcribes the en- 
© eyfted one of the cord. If Mr, Doug- 
laſs 
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laſs had carefully read Pigræus, he 
could not but have been ſenfible, 
ſpecies of the Hydrocele, and that 
not accurately, but very ſuperfici- 
ally; it is however plain, that he 
meant the Hydrocele of the tunica 
vaginalis, not the encyſted one' of 
the cord, which he certainly never 
thought of in this place: Theſe 
are his words, (a) Quod þ na- 
teria in peritonæi proceſſu continetur, 
ut plerumgue fit, &c. What then 
can Mr. Douglaſs mean by aſſerting, 
that Pigreus is quite ſilent about this 
ſpecies ? Since in the above words, (ut 
ple- 


{a) Loc Cit J 
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-plerumque fit) he declares it to be 
the moſt frequent; tho at the ſame 
time they imply, that he thought 
the water might be collected in ſome 
other part; but, this being in his 
opinion; the moſt common ſeat of 
the diſeaſe, he ſeems rather to think 
it moſt eſſential, to deſcribe the 
cure of this — Ton * 


0 
2 — * 5 


I page 1 we meet with a pa- 
rallel betwixt encyſted tumours, and 
the encyſted Hydrocele of the tu 
nica vaginalis, in which Mr. Doug- 
laſs, ſays, It is now generally a- 
“ greed that the membrana cellu- 
& laris, is commonly the ſeat | of 
e en- 


» 


=yY 


2 


en 
* encyſted tumours: it has been al- 
«©. ready! proved that the ſtructure 
«of 58 nen is: cel 
* voie 2 Mia 1377 
8 is now indeed 3 al 
ae that encyſted tumouts are 
ſeated, in the cellular membrane, 
but I have before endeavoured, in 
oppolition to Mr. Douglaſs's farmer 
aſſertion, to prove from Dr. Hal- 
vaginalis is not entirely cellular, but 
tendinous fibres: and tho the ana- 
logy ſhould even be juſt in other 
e reſ- 


Vid: pag: 86. 


\ WW} | 
reſpects, yet this ſingle conſideration 
entirely deſtroys it; for altho they 
ate both eneyſted tumors, yet the 
tunica vaginalis, which forms the 
eyſt in one cafe, being proved to 
be quite different from the cellular 
membrane, which conſtitutes the 

other cyſt, it follows; that the cyſts 
may require a very different treat- 
ment, on account of their different 
ſtructure: but the cyſt of a meliceris, 
fleatoma, or Ganglion, being com- 
poſed of the ſame cellular mem- 
brane, it follows; that in each of 
theſe diſeaſes, it will be moſt proper 
to uſe the ſame method of cure. 


In 
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IX. pag: 82 Mr. Douglaſs: ob- 
ſerves; © The larger an old encyſted 
tumour is, the cyſ# becomes in pro- 
Portion thicker.” then continuing the 
above parallel, he adds; the cyſt 
2 the Hydrocele at firſt is little 
*6- thicker than the tunica vagi- 
ce nalis in it's natural ſtate; but in 
© proceſs of time become * 
8. * 2 8 7 


2 again is by no means a 
proof that the tunica vaginalis is 
analogous to the cyſt of encyſted tu- 
mours; becauſe, the cutis itſelf ay 
become in proceſs of time, much 

thicker chan it is in it's natu ral Rate. 
WAI: It 


© 
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If his Analogy therefore is ad- 
mitted, may we not as well lay, 
that the Cutis, or Rein of the Scro- 
tum, is a analogous to the cyſt of 
theſe tumorus; becauſe, the diſcaſed 
Cutis thickens in proceſs of time, in 


the ſame manner as the cyſt allo 
does ? 85 f 

In pag: 83. Our author con- 
tinues thus; A convincing proof 
* of the analogy between encyſted 
„ tumours and this ſpecies of the 
H ydrocele, may be derived from 


« the obſervation. of aqueous tu- 


8 


mours, degenerating into a ſtea- 


* oma,” He then cites ſeveral au- 
thors, 


thors to prove, that water is ſome 
times found in a fleatoma; and that 
gelatinous and fteatomatous ſubſtan- 
ces have been obſerved i in the Hydro- 
cele ſelf: It may be furſt remarked, 
that our author departs. from the 
analogy in this place; for the queſ- 
tion is not, whether the tunica va- 
ginalis may contain ſubſtances ſi- 
milar to thoſe we find in encyſted 
tumours; but, whether the tunica va- 
ginalis bears any reſemblance in 
ſtructure; to the cyſt which en- 
cloſes a ſteatoma, meliceris and the 
like; But granting that the ana- 
logy may ſtill be carried on, we 
ſhall even then find it will not hold; 


for 


7 


milar to any other part of the body 


U 102 5 
for hack it follow, that becauſe the 


tunica vaginalis may contain a ſtea- 
tomatous ſubſtance, it ſhould be ſi- 


which may contain the ſame ? Or, 
can we ſay that all the parts of the 
body are ſimilar, becauſe they are 


able to the ſame diſcaſes? Might 


we not as well compare the bones 
of the ſkull to the cellular mem 


brane, becauſe, matter, a ſtea- 
toma, or any other diſeaſed ſub- 
ſtance may be formed in the one as 
well as in the other? The contents 


indeed of all diſeaſed tumours are fo 
far analogous; as they are all fo- 


reign 


reign to the parts they poſſeſs: but, 
the parts which contain theſe ſub- 
ſtances or fluid are very different : 
there is alſo one and the ſame end 
to be purſued with regard to the 
contents, viz: their evacuation: 
but, the containing parts being very 
different from each other, may con- 
ſequently allow of a different me- 
thod of cure, 


he above reflections will, I be- 
lieve, be ſufficient to ſhew the im- 
propriety of Mr. Douglaſs's parallel 
betwixt encyſted tumours, and the 
Hydrocele of the tunica vaginalis; 


I ſhall 
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| Weener prced toxin the 


RR 


> V. 9 571 tre * I 


eee five propoſitions captain 
lite more than the, common, re- 
ceived method of accounting for 
fuppuration, and as it will be uſe; 
Teſs to examine them ſeparately, 
2 ſhall therefore juſt conſider the con- 
clufion which is inferred from them 
all together. They — 8 in- 
tended to produce an argument in 
favour of the exciſion of the eyſt, 
for the radical cure in the Hydro- 
cele of the tunica vaginalis; but, it 
will be ſufficient at preſent to ob- 
ſerve, that this argument is not ap- 
plicable 


1 u96 3 
plicableto the recent of ſtate the dif 
caſe, it will only chereſore hold 
good where (a ©© the tumour. is of 
any Handing, and the oft is herore 
thick and compact. And this i in- 
deed, is the only inference Mr. Dou- 
glaſs draws, ſrom it, as may be col- 
lectod from me Pa aboye e 


' 


* hall how TY cant 1 5 
able part of the book, which is 


taken up in a multiplicity of quo- 
tations from authors, and ſhall pro- 
ceed to page 194, where Mr. Doug- 
glaſs, after having mentioned two 


methods which have been em pployed 
* for 


(a) Vid. page 91. 
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for the radical cure in the above 
| ſpecies of Hydrocele, propoſes ſome 
objections to them both: The firſt 
of theſe, is the uſe of tents, the 


next, is the in) jection of ardent 
ſpirits or claret into the cyſt ; but, 


theſe methods being ſeldom prac- 
tiſed at preſent, I ſhall not ſpend 


much time, in conſidering the ob- 
jections, he has raiſed againſt them. 


Tus firſt objection (page 1 4) is, 
that the tunica vaginalis is now fo 
„ much larger than its natural ſtate, 
, « that, even admitting 1 it endowed 

„ with a great degree of contracti- 

te lity, the adheſion between it and 

% the 


, 


/ 


L 187, 1 
<<. teſticle, or between the ſides of 
« that membrane, cannot eaſily, be 
« ſo univerſal, as not to form 
«© ſome looſe Hoating ruge; Sc.“ 


. oe .. 


Tul IS objection ſeems to have but 
little ſoupdation, il we conſider, 
that it cannot be aſcertained, whe- 
ther the cure is entirely, brought a- 
bout, by the adheſion of the cyſt 
to the neighbouring parts: May 
we not with equal propriety ſup- 
poſe, that the inflammation which 
is raiſed by the firſt method, viz. 
the uſe of the tents, may conſtringe 
the open mouths of the exhaling 
veſſels? And the like effects may 
certainly be produced by the aſtrin- 


p P 2 gent 
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gent power of the inje&ions ift the 
method: But, before N beave this * 
obje&tion, I cannot help obſerving 
that it is evident to any who are 


agquainted with the ſtructure of the 
tunica vaginalis, that it is perfectly 


inelaſtic; I confeſz therefore Ido not 
readily apprehend, what Mr. Dou- 
glaſs means. by the tunica ua inalu 
being. endowed with 4 great ROS 
5 avrathlty, | 


Tai e e 1 . 

iv nothing mare than @ matter of 
doubt; ⸗ whether, in conſequence. 
{of an inflammation, haweyet ex- 
* ener aa 
228 f « the 
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Foun is only. Ms bf Aden 
. refined upon, and is as inſufficient 


for the ſame reaſons, bur; ftill ſhould 
we admit that the cure is brought 
about by adheſion, (Which may 
perhaps be the caſe, tho” there it 
as much foundation for one opinion 
as the other) even then this ſecond 
objetion is liable to exceptions; 
fince-it is not general, but only ob- 
keine whore the Hpurocrds il oli, 
and the oyft- become very thick and 
imdurated. © u gn d 10-74 11 * 
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Tux third objection (pag 106) 
ſuppoſes, * chat if the thick cyſt 
ec were ſuſceptible of adheſion, it 
&« js ſcarce poſſible ſo exactly to 
«aſcertain the proper degree of 
«inflammation, but it may be ei- 
c ther naa or too al 5 


V. s 1 a is * . * 
jection out of five which ſeems to 
be of any importance: And indeed, 
1 believe, it is the only ſtrong one 
that can be urged againſt theſe me- 
thods; for, it will preſerve it's force, 
whether we ſuppoſe the cure to be 
compleated by the adheſion of the 
| , or FEY conſtringing ths dilated 


ori- 


[ tix J 
vrifices ol the veſſels, from which 
the * is — C200 US 


v7 


Tu fourth chen PRE I 8 
runs thus, The ſtate of the teſti· 


& cle and ſpermatic cord cannot be 


„ known, an objection common 


it to theſe methods with the ſeton. 


- Tas objection will be found in- 
| Aa if we conſider, that in 
this ſpecies of Hydrocele, the teſti- 
cle may frequently be felt, at the 
lower and: back part of thetumour, 
and the ſpermatic cord may be diſtin- 
guiſhed above the extentof the va- 
ginal coat: But, ſuppofing the teſ- 
ticle 


12 Þ 
tzele could not be felt, might na 
an opening be nde large eu enough 
to diſcover the ſtate of it, before 
the tents were introdaced, or the 
ſpirits injeted? Mr. Douglaſs, 1 
ſuppoſe was apprized uf chis ob- 
jeRton, - for. he tells , Leonid ds 
 mithod - wat prefer, Erda he 
uſually made a large opening; but 
this is intimating chat no perſon 
ever did it beſides Leonidas: New 
ther is this objection common te 
theſe methods, withthe ſeton 4 for, 
the ſeton, is always paſt without 
any previous opening to acquaint 


FT ans 1 
and may always be 


Se. 3 £ 


opening is; 


made. 
gh! $9 5 Ws 1 7 Oe AV 


- In the 6k es 5 108) 
Mr. Douglaſs obſerves; when 
«. the cure is completed, the tu- 
FER gir la; ef uy in old 
Iydroceles, would remain an 
"s 5440 heavy li in the Roe 
2 tum. 11 B 1730 t3£ * 'G?} 


1 ? . 


Ts HIS eden * Wal it's. own 
inſuffici cieny, for, if theſe methods 


were in other reſj pects, preferable to 
any other, ſuch a trifling circum- 


1 ſtance 
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ſtance as this, would ſcarce have 


Ws have now conſidered all the 
objections which Mr. Douglaſs has 
urged againſt the above methods for 
the radical cure of the Hydrocele cf 
the tunica vaginalis, and find but 
one out of five which is of any fig-' 
nification; I donot indeed, pretend 
to juſtify cither of theſe methods: 
but, have only gone throu gh this 
Erarnination with intent to ew, 
that moſt of Mr. Douglaſs $ objec- 


tions to them ſeem to have but 
kitle weight. DR ENT” 


— 


Tuus 


1 rs ] 
n vs far I have followed Mr. 


B50 glaſs pretty regularly as he pro- 
ceeds, but ſhould T continue in the 


fame manner throu ghout the whole, 
theſe Remarks might ſwell to a 
much greater volume, than was at 
firſt intended; I ſhall therefore 
haſten to a concluſion, and draw 
up the reſt of this Examination in as 
few articles as poſſible: but, before 
T do this, T muſt beg leave to take 
notice of a paſſage, which is re- 
ferred *to in one of the above 


pages. 


After having deſeribed the en- 
1 Hydrocele of the ſpermatic 
| "TM card, 


end our: author (in pag: 4 59) 
continues thus; 6 from this def- 
cription, joined to the ſtructure of 
the part, the nature and ſeat 
« of the diſeale is aſcertained, it 
« being evidently an encyſted col- 
ſection of water in the ſpermatic 
« cord. It appears not a little ſur- 
prizing, chat the water ſhould be 

contained in a diſtinct cyſt, 2s 
Lande cells of the cord all com- 
« municate, whence it is natural to 
* think that the water would more 
« readily infinuate itſelf into the 
«+ cellular ſubſtance, and t thus 
form an anafarca of the cord: 
« 22 this _— may be ap- 
0 plied 


þ T way 7 
plied with equal propriety to 
+ other analogous diſeaſes; what 
« cauſe, for example, can we aſſign, 
« why the contents of a meliceris, 
or ſteatoma are not always diff- 
« uſedthro' the cells of the mem 
* branacellularis, in place of mag 
2 = included ins oft?” | 


Tit is the furprizing paſſage to 
which 1 referred my readers i in a 
preceeding part * * of this book, and 
at the ſame time promiſed to aſſign 
the cauſe of this phznomenon: the 
reaſon then, why | the water, meli- 
ceris, or ſteatoma, is confined to a 


certain number of cells and does 
| not 


VI: pag: 80. 


[ 118 J 
not extend itſelf univerſally, is, be- 
cauſe, the adjacent cells are either 
compreſſed by the weight of tlie 
| contents in theſe tumours, or by 
the inflammation which frequently 
attends them, by which means they 
become condenſed, and the diſeaſe, 
is thus prevented from paſſing any 
farther. If the water ſhould be 
thrown at once into a certain num- 
ber of cells, the ſize of the tumour 
would be immediately proportion'd 
to the quantity of water, and would 
not proceed farther, becauſe this 


- ſaddenimmiſſion of the water would 


compreſs all the circumjacent cells; 
and if the water ſhould till be in- 1 
| | clined 


IJ 
lined to flow, after the neigh-, 
bouring cells had been compreſſed, 
it might increaſe the ſize of thoſe 
cells it had already diſtended, * 
it is moſt reaſonable to ſu ppoſe, it 
would not be capable of forcing the 
obſtruction, and inſinuating itſelf 
into any other. It is thus perhaps, 
thoſe ſmall encyſted collections of 
water, termed Hydatids, which are 
not always the conſequences of a re- 
laxed habit, may have been for- 
med by a ſudden rupture of ſome 
particular veſſels, which filling at 
once a certain number of cells com- 
preſſes all the circumjacent ones, 
and prevents thediſorder from ſprea- 
5 | ding. 


[le. 
cing. It is probably for this rea- 


fon alſo, that theſe ſmall collections 
of water are round, . becauſe the 
Auids preſs in eyery direction: but, in, 
anaſarcous caſes, where the habit is: 

relaxed, the water will not im- 
mediately fill a certain number of 
cells, but will inſinuate itſelf gras: 
are filled, the more extenſive will 
be the diſeaſe; for, as the cells com» 
municate very freely, the water will 
before it can be accumulated in any 
number of them: it appears there · 
fore, that colleQivns of water or 
matter in the cellular membrane, 
will 


— 


CRF 
will be larger or ſmaller, as the 
condenſation of the cells from either 
of: the above cauſes, compreſſion, 
or inflammation, happens to take 
— PTR e 


* 


I mall now make a oe obſer. 
vations upon Mr. Douglals's method 


of operating, and confider, whe- 


e ig is preferable to thoſe. which 
have been hitherto made uſe of. 


The chief thing which Mr. Douglaſs 

builds upon, is his parallel betwixt 

encyſted tumours and the Hydro- 

cele of the tunica vaginalis ; for his 

-method of operating conſiſting in 

the total extirpation of the cyſt, he 
R endea- 
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endeavours to conclude from the 

above parallel, that as the cure of 
encyſted tumours conſiſts in the 
extirpation of the cyſt, it is 
therefore rational to uſe the ſame 
method of cure with regard to the 
Hydrocele of the tunica vaginalis, 
that being alſo an pion tumour, 


Bur we have before diſcovered 
the inſufficiency of this parallel, by 
obſerving, * firſt, that the tunica 
vaginalis which conſtitutes the cyſt 
in one caſe, is very different in its 
ſtructure from the cellular mem- 
brane which forms the cyſt in the 


other; 


| '% Vid. pag. 86. 
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other; and ſecondly, that it is im- 
poſſible the tunica vaginalis, ſbould 


ze formed by the cellular ſubſtance 


of the ſpermatic cord and of the cre- 
maſter muſcle condenſed, (as Mr, 
Douglaſs aſſerts) ſince, it is now 
univerſally known to be a proceſs 
of the Peritonæum. 


Ma. Douglaſs may here argue the 


want (a) of irritability in the tunica 


vaginalis; and altho he he ſuppoſes 


that this particular is confirmed by 
Dr. Haller, he certainly is miſ- 
taken; fince this point is as much 
diſputed as ever, and perhaps, the ar- 

R 2 guments 
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_ after the opening, or extirpation of 
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„ may be as firong on one | 
fide of thequeſtion as on the other; 


this matter is therefore undecided, = 
and cannot be laid down as a fixt 


principal: But be it as it will, I 


will only abide by matter of fact; 


that by making an opening into 


any part of the cellular membrane, 


or even extirpating a portion of it, 
we do not bring on thoſe terrible 


iymptoms which generally appear, 


any part of the tunica vaginalis : 
This, is verified by daily practice ; 
and affords a convincing proof, that 
the tunica vaginalis is not entirely 

| * > 


| l 
| analogous to the cellular membrane; 
and that it may therefore require a 
rery different treatment, as a cyſt. 


Tux other argument which Mr. 
Douglaſs produces in favour of the 
extirpation of the cyſt, is drawn 
from bis propoſitions; but, it has 
been already obſerved ; that this 
argument is not 5 but con- 
fined to one particular ſtate of the 
diſeaſe, and is therefore inconclu- 
five, 


Bor were Mr. Douglaſs theory 
ever ſo well built, were his argu- 
ments ever ſo play ſible, they would | 


avail 
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avail but little unleſs they were con- 


firmed by experience: Let us there- 
fore conſider the caſes which Mr. 
Douglaſs has annexed to ſhew the 
excellency of his method of __ 


rating. 


9 
- 


Here we might reaſonably ex- 
ped to find a great number of caſes, 
inſtead of which, we meet only with 


| eight, two of which, we ſhall pre- 


ſently ſhew, cannot be admitted as 
convincing. Ss 


rox a careful examination of 
theſe caſes, we. ſhall find, (from 
our author s Own account) that the 


7 mp- 
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ſymptoms were moſtly dangerous: 

tho at laſt they terminated happily. 

If therefore we compare the ſuc- 

ceſs which has attended the dif 

ferent methods of operating with 
that of Mr. Douglaſs's; we ſhall be 

induced to think, that our author's 


is far from deſerving the preference; 
for, if the ſymptoms have riſen 
higher after ſome of thoſe methods, 
we may alſo venture to affirm they 
have not been near ſo violent after 
others. 


As to the firſt caſe, which was 
an old Hydrocele, and in which 
the cyſt was partially extirpated ; 

the 
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Tun perſon in the lagen cake 
fronts by our author's own account, 
to have been a more fayourable 
patient than the former; and 
yet we find ſome © bad ſymp- 
toms come on, altho' the ex- 
ciſion of the whole cyſt was prac- 
ticed: Theſe indeed, are ingeni- 
ouſly thrown upon the nurſe, for 
having ſeaſoned the water-gruelvery 
high with wine and ſpices. But, 


admitting aur author's plea, may 


we not reaſonably ſuppoſe, that if 
the 


{ 229 ] 


the gruel had been ſegſoned Jo very 
high with wine and ſpices ; the ſymp- 


toms would ſtill have been more 


obſtinate, and not ſubdued in ſo 
1 from his account 


en were. 


* 
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which we, Infore, obſerved, could 


* to the ſubject; being an en- 


eyſted Hydrocele of the ſpermatic 
cord; and the cyſt being therefore 
nothing more than cellular mem- 
. brane; we need not be ſurprized, 
that the patient recovered very ſoon 
without: the leaſt bad Hmptom.: 
8 tho 


not be admitted; becauſe it is fo- 


wer 


_ Gafe was firſt related, and who had 


L *6 } 
tho we muſt not omit remarking! 
that this is the ſame perſon; whoſe 


ſymptoms after extirpating a por- 
tion of the tunica vaginalis; but, 


after opening an encyſted tumour 
of the cellular membrane, we find 
him entirely free from "oy that 
were the leaſt unfavourable: this, is 
another yery ſtrong proof; that the 
cyſts are —_ n * thel 
natures. e e | 
en api. 101 watts 

Tax fourth caſe, was of a perſon 
upwards of fifty, afflicted with an 
old Facts + in which, the tunica 


va- 
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_ vaginalis was extremely thick; the 
exciſion of the cyſt was here per- 
formed, and the patient recovered 
after-having paſſed the moſt terrible 


renn except that of Gangrene: 
Tus fifth caſe, a perſon aged 


ſixty, of a healthy conſtitution, af- 


flicted with an Hydrocele of the tu- 
nica vaginalis; the, operation was 
performed, and. a after three fourths 
of the tunica: vaginalis were cut a- 


way, the operator not allowed to 
proceed. This patient got well, 
after a train of extreme bad ſymp- 
toms. 


Pp Tus 


L. 2 1 
Tu fixth caſe, of a ſoldier aged 
chirtyſix, ſeems to be the moſt favou- 
table of all: it was an Hydrocele of 
the tunica vaginalis, complicated with 
an encyſted one of the cord: the 
patient recovered in a ſhort time, 
nothing but 4 ſlight; Hmptumatic 
fever coming. an, which is the uſual 
attendant of every en, Kamot 


Tu HE « ſerenth 10% a gakn paſt R 
fifty, of an healthy conſtitution, | 
who bad an Hydrocele of the tu- 
nica vaginalis; the ſymptoms con- 
ſequent to the operation in this pa- 
tient, were very dangerous; ; tho? 
not quite ſo alarming as in ſome of 
the former caſes. 
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Tar eighth caſe : A perſon aped 
Twenty ſeven,” of a plethoric habit of 
body, and ſubſect to ædematous fwel- 
lings in the hogs; who was troubled 
with an encyſted Hydrocele, of the 
ſpermatic- cord,” for which he un- 
derwent the operation: he ſuffered 
greatly from the unhappy ſymp- 
toms which ſueceeded, ſame part f 
the Scrotum even becoming gangre- 
naus: Theſe ſymptoms cannot cer- 
tainly be attributed to the extir- 
pation of the cyſt, (that being no- 
thing more than cellular mem- 
brane) but to the bad habit of body 
in the patient, as may be concluded 
from the œdematous ſwellings in 
che legs, which in young people is 
an undeniable inſtance of a broken 
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conſtitution. We may allo. further 
obſerve,” that it might be thought 


improper by the generality of good 
practitioners, to make inciſions as 
large, as an operation of this kind 
muſt of neceſſity require in anaſ- 
arcous habits, where it is univerſally 
known,” that even the ſmalleſt in- 


ciſions can ſcarce ever be preſerved 


from Gangrene. This, is evidently 


before hinted was not analogous ts 
the Hydrocele of the tunica vas 
ginalis, and could not be alledged as 
an example of the method of cure 
in that diſorde-r. 


" Having 9 ed our au- 


| thors eight caſes, fax of which can 


only 


cs 


therefore, the other caſe, which we 


Cc aou©x 
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only be admitted as proofs of the 
ſucceſs in his method of operating; 


it would be no difficult task toſhew. 


the truth of our former (V aſſer- 
tion from the teſtimony of other 
writers; viz. that the ſymptoms 
which were conſequent to the ope- 
fation in Mr. Douglaſs's caſes, were 
for the moſt part, more dangerous 
and alarming than thoſe which fre- 
quently followed the other methods: 
but, Limagine, it will be more to the 
preſent purpoſe to conſider, what 
may be collected from our author's 
own account of ſame of thoſe': me- 
thods of | operating. 


AFTER having ke his FU 


jeftions to tents, and the injeQing 
of 


| () Vide page 127, 


L see! 
of elaret, or ardent ſpirits; moſt of 


which, it has already been ſhewn 
are far from being ſatisfactory; he 
then proceeds, to give an account 
of the operation by cauſtic, and 
tells us, (page x 10) that Mr. Baker, 
« bas pructiſed it on many patients, 
« * both in the ho Mi tal, and in pri- 
6 vate practice, an neuer once 


e failed of ſucceſs, nor did any one 
e bad ſymptom ariſe.” He alſo adds 
(page 111)! that Mr. - Robertſon 
Surgeon at Richmond in Surry, had 
performed the ſame with no leſs 
ſucceſs, particularly fince laſt war, 
and that he never obſerved any bad 
ſymptoms attending, © except. in 
three or four inflances, 5 where the 

patients either lived freely, were ad. 


vanced 
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vanced in years, and the eaſe Was 
, long Hangings 


Re FAO this account hates” it 
| appears, that Mr. Baker and Mr. 
Fefe had made uſe of the me- 
1 in publick and private practice, 
and that the firſt of theſe gentle- 
men, among the number which 
had been under his care, (which 
we may with great probability ſup- | 
poſe more than fix) never ob- = 
ſerved any one bad ſymptom ariſe. 
But, our author only produces Rf 
fix caſes, (for it is unneceſ- 
ſary to ſpeak of the other two, | 
fince it has been already ſhewn = 
that they: are not analogous diſcaſes) | i 
1 of 1 
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af which, (a) one only, can be 
eſteemed convincing ; for. altho 
the five remaining patients recover- 


ed, yet their ſymptoms were of 
ſuch a nature, as might have 


proved very fatal. 


IIx is very * Wa is 
notwithſtanding our author adviſes 
the method of exciſion as preſer- 
able to any other; yet, from thoſe 
very caſes which he has brought 
to prove its excelleney, it appears 
not to be near ſo ſucceſsful as the 
cauſtic: Thus we ſee the book was 

delivered to the preſs, without a 
ſufficient confirmation of the good 
ſucceſs of that method of operating 
N is advanced i in it, but ſeems 


rather 
4 ) Vid, Mr. Dovglſ' ſixth caſe, p. 206. 


( 3b. 1 
rather indeed to prove the contrary, 
till luckily for our author, while che 
loft ſheet was in the preſs (as he 
himfelf aſſures us, page 220) Mr. 
Pot's letter arrived. This ingeniots 
jetter ſeems to prove more than Mr. 
Douglaſs treatiſe, for it inſotms us 
that Mr. Pot had made uſe of the 
excifion of the cyſt, pon a great 
nunter of patients" for theſe ſeven 
years paſt, and bad never yet ſeen l 
any reaſon to diſapprove or alter it ; [ 
and, further, he does not Penientbes | 
that i in any of thoſe who ſubmitted | 
20 the radical cure by this method, 
the ſymproms-ran fo high, as to be 
at all alarming, or not to give way | 

T 2 eafily | 
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Ah. to the uſual application and 
"_ in 8 caſes. © 11 At 119 


* is * Gill- oubef 
| Pot this treatiſe; whether the ope+ 
exciſion. If the book had indeed 
appeared ; without Mr, Pot's au- 
thority, there would have been no 
difficulty to prove, (for that has 
been already done) that Mr. Doug- 
laſs had deſtroyed his own Hypo- 
theſis; and that he himſelf had 
taught us the method by cauſtic 
was ſuperior to his own;' but, Mr. 
Pot ſeems to keep the affair in an 
* ** altho we may, I 

1 "Ws believe 
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believe; ſtill venture to affirm, that 
Mr. Pot's letter cannot be admitted 
as a teſtimony of the Preference in 
Mr. Dou glafs's method. of opera- 
ting which we ſhall: next endeayour 
to determine, by a an examination of 
the different manner, in which 
they perform the operation. 


b Ma. Pot, divides the Scrotum 
(and the ſac at the ſame time) 
" throi it's whole length, 'and then 
« directing an aſſiſtant to hold the 
e lips of the divided Scrotum in 
« x proper manner, he diſſects the 
te cyſt from it on each fide, taking 

« away as much of it as he can, 
« without 


L =42 7 
« without i injuring the teſticle or 
* * i 2307 ©. : 


: 
4a + 


Tuns method of eee che 
operation, is extremely proper and 
judicious, and at the ſame time 
expeditious, which is a circumſtance . 
greatly in it's fayour, 


.. Mz.. Douglaſs (pag, 134) advi- 
4 <© to make an oval inciſion in 
* the {kin,: and to diſſect this oval 
« piece away ; cautiouſly without 
&« wounding the cyſt, which isthen 


1 
4 2 


<< to be opened by a ſmall inciſion; 
“and as the water flows out, to 
« * introduce one blade of a ſtrong 


ec —＋ 
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«© crooked pair of probe ſciſſars, and 
« todilate it's whole extent : we are 
&« then to take hold of one fide of 
te the cyſt, between the thumb and 
ce fore finger of the left hand, and 


« extend it, (the teſticle being 


«carefully ſupported by an aſ- 
« fiſtant) whilſt with the ſciſſars in 
the right hand, we cut it cloſe 
te to the margin of the teſticle and 
ſpermatic cord. In doing this, 
« we ſhould not take up too much 
«of the cyſt at once, as it is then 
* ſcarce poſſible to pare it off, fo 
er as not to leave ſome behind, 
ec which by all means ſhould be 
4 avoided: the better way, is to 
* by 


% 
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44 lay hold of no more; than what 
% may be fairly extended, and in 
& this manner to proceed, untill 
the whole fide of the cyſt is ſnipt 
cc off. The other ſide of it, is to be 
«cut away in the fame manner, 
«untill all the eyſt, excepting 
« what covers the ſpermatic cord, 
&« jg entirely removed. | 
_ Tas tediouſneſs of this operation, 
and the long continuance of excru- 
ciating pain, which it muſt neceſ- 


farily cauſe the patient, are ſtrong 


preſumptions againſt it; ſo that we 
need not in the leaſt wonder, that 


the 
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the* patient in the fifth caſe, would 
not ſuffer the operator to proceed; 
mit to it without interruption, muſt 
be poſſeſſed with an uncommon 
ſhare of reſolution: it is therefore 
evident, I believe, that Mr. Pot's 


letter, cannot be urged, as a teſ- 
timony of the good ſucceſs: of Mr. 


Douglaſs's method of performing 
the operation; for, the pain muſt 


certainly be much more acute and 


laſting in Mr. Douglaſs's, than in 
Mr. Pot's method; and the conſe- 
quent inflammation, may probably 
on that account, be much increaſed; 


fo that this, may have a con- 
88 ſiderable 


48 . Vid. pag. 131. 
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ſiderable effect in the proceſs of the 
cure, as the ſymptoms will become 
more dangerous and threatening to 
the patient: there is alſo, 'another 
difference obſervable, betwixt Mr. 
Douglaſs's and Mr. Pot's method, 
for the former, adviſes an oval piece 
of ſkin to be cut-out; whilſt the 
ther condemns it, as improper: . its 
that upon the whole, we thay yen- N 
türe toconclude, altho' « our author s 


the ſu periority of exciſion, 'for ac- 
compliſhing the radical cure of the 


* to all other methods 
$i © Which 


L ] 
which ate practiſed g yet, I believe} 
n way wich juſtice be ſaid, the 
this point is far . "RA * 
ae 


IT 'w would have den 3 


ceſlaty, to mare examined every 


paſſage Mr. Douglaſs has quoted 
from different authors in the reſt 


of his book; as the ſpecimens we 


have already given of thisparticular, 


may have been tedious and unen- 


tertaining ; but, however diſagree- 
able a task it may be, to cenſure 
and refute the opinions of others, 
yet, when the ſupport of truth 
demands it, it then becomes not 


only pardonable, but, in ſome 


meaſure, neceſſary; and altho' an 


attempt to vindicate thoſe, whoſe 
known 
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known: merit and eminence, pia 
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them beyond the neceſſity of a 
vindication; may. be thought uſe- 
leſs with reſ pect to the impartial part 
of mankind; yet, it certainly may 


be needful, that Mr. Douglaſs, and 


thoſe who are prepoſſeſſed in his is 
your, ſhould be made ſenſible of any 
3 unjuſt cenſures upon men, whoſs 
names, will ever be recorded w with 
"A honour, | | 


FI 4. 
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